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REMARKS 


ON  THE 


PAPERS,  &c. 


AVING  heard  people  confidently 


A  JL  affirm,  that  the  Pamphlet,  con¬ 
taining  Obfervations  relative  to  the  Rup¬ 
ture  with  Spain,  was  Mr.  P — ’s  own,  I 
was  induced  to  infpeCt  it ;  but  foon  per¬ 
ceiving  the  want  of  the  grand  charadte- 
riftick  of  that  Gentleman’s  productions,  both 
in  fpeaking  and  writing,  which  are  em- 


belliffied 
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belhfhed  with  a  language  of  his  own  for¬ 
mation,  beyond  the  reach  of  Grammar  and 
Dictionary,  1  rejected  the  report ;  and,  on 
farther  enquiry,  was  told,  that  it  was  writ- 
ten  with  his  approbation,  and  compofed 
of  his  materials.  But  as  that  worthy  Pa¬ 
triot,  in  an  Honourable  Affembly,  very 
lately  recommended,  with  great  apparent 
earneftnefs,  an  amnefty  of  every  thing 
pad,  and  exprefs’d  his  warmeft  hopes, 
that  we  would  look  forwards  only,  and 
unanimoully  concur  in  joint  efforts  for 
the  public  good,  I  cannot  yet  prevail  on 
myfeif  to  believe,  that  it  came,  in  any 
fhape,  from  that  Gentleman  ;  for  is  it 
poffible,  that  he  fhould  fo  fo on  forget  his 
declarations,  as  to  be  the  firff  to  difturb 
that  peace,  which  he  advifed,  with  fuch 
uncounterfeited  hncerity  ?  By  what  hard 
fate  can  one  fuppofe  him,  doomed  to  a 
conduit,  diredtly  oppofite  to  his  moft 
[folemn  profeffions?  Has  he  ever  fhewn 
himfelf  guilty  of  inconliftencies,  and  felf- 
contradidions  ? - Many  people  com¬ 

mended 
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mended  much  this  fpeech,  which  Teemed 
calculated  to  promote  the  behaviour  juft 
mentioned,  and  looked  on  it,  as  the  beft 
and  wifeft  which  he  had  ever  made  ;  for 
this  reafon,  amongft  many  others,  more 
weighty  perhaps,  that  the  longer  andftrider 
the  enquiry,  the  worfe  a  certain  caufe, 
which  poffibly  he  may  have  Tome  inclina¬ 
tion  to  fupport,  would  appear. 

As  to  the  contents  of  the  book,  the  author 
boafts  what  he  could  have  done,  had  all 
letters,  for  fix  years  paft,  been  publifhed. 
Is  he  confcious,  then,  how  little  able  he  is 
to  defend  his  patron  from  what  doth  ap¬ 
pear  ?,  The  world  however  in .  general 
feems  content  with  the  light  which  has 
been  thrown  on  thofe  affairs. 

I  do  not  wonder  this  Gentleman  is  not. 
As  our  author  has  began  a  difpute,  by  a 
companion  of  thefe  letters,  which  I  wifh 
had,  and  perhaps  would  betterhave  been  left 
dormant,  I  will  beg  leave  to  confider  them. 
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in  one  light,  which  he  has  not  examin¬ 
ed  th  ;  I  mean  in  point  of  decency ;  and, 
that  point  having  been  confidered,  will  pro¬ 
ceed  to  what  feems  his  objedt,  bufinefs.  The 
other  part  I  do  not  by  any  means  blame 
him  for  palling  over  in  filence,  for  which 
perhaps  there  will  appear  fufiicient  reafon. 
Bufinefs  is  certainly  the  mod  eflentiai  con- 
llderation  ;  yet  decency  is  an  ufeful  conco¬ 
mitant,  and  even  ncceflary  for  carrying  on 
bulinefs.  I  mull  fubmit  to  the  conlideration 
of  others,  whether,  in  the  one  only  difpatch, 
which  we  here  find  of  Mr.  P — ’s,  fome- 
what  of  that  haughtinefs  of  temper,  which 
has  been  complained  of,  on  other  occafi- 
ons,  doth  not  appear,  with  refpedt  to  our 

S - n.  For  inllance,  p.  i.  “  The  King’s 

fervants  were  unanimoully  of  opinion,'’  with¬ 
out  any  mention  hitherto  made  of  the  King, 
but  as  relative  to  his  fervants,  and  as  tending 
only  to  defcribe  their  moreconfiderable  per- 
fonages.  He  proceeds,  “  and  fubmitted  to 
“  his  Majelly,  that  a  peremptory  declara- 
“  tion,  &c.”  the  fervants  all  the  while,  not- 

with- 
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withftanding  the  formal  ufe  of  the  word 
fubmitted  furnifhing  the  primum  mobile. 
Doth  not  this  furpafs  the  famous  Ego  & 
Rex  meus  f  for,  in  Cardinal  Wolfey's  expref- 
fion,  the  King  is  made  a  principal  as 
well  as  the  Cardinal.  Would  not  one 
think  that  the  Crown  was  in  tutelage  ?  If 
it  had  been  in  tutelage,  would  this  have 
been  a  proper  refpecl  obferved  towards  it  ? 
— And  yet  this  regards  a  King,  who,  not 
only  for  his  goodnefs,  is  the  objedt  of  his 
people’s  adoration,  but  is  equally  efteemed 
on  account  of  his  abilities. 

I  fhould  abufe  my  reader’s  time,  was  I 
to  detain  him,  in  examining  the  perfor¬ 
mance  before  me,  from  firft  to  laft  •  it 
would  be  endlefs  to  animadvert  on  every 
thing  which  lies  open  to  animadverfion. 
But  to  give  a  fpecimen  of  what  is  to  be 
expedted  from  this  Gentleman’s  impartia¬ 
lity,  candour,  and  abilities,  I  will  feledt 
from  many  things  (which  do  not  at  all  fall 
lliort  of  this  particular  one,  which  I  fhall 

cite. 


r  6  ] 

•  ♦  • 

■}  V  .«# 

cite,  in  any  of  the  above-mentioned  refpefts) 
a  paffage,  in  which  Lord  Egremont  and 
the  new  miniftrv  (to  ufe  his  own  phrafe) 
are  cen lured,  with  as  great  facility  and  heed- 
lelfnefs  as  feverity.  It  begins,  p.  37.  “  Let 
sl  me  next  remark  how  dextrous  the  new 
"  miniftry  here  were  in  endeavouring  to 
<c  deceive  themfelves.  In  the  anfwer  deli  - 
“  vered  to  the  Count  de  Fuentes  by  the 
“  Earl  of  Egremont,  Dec.  31,  it  it  faid  the 
“  ambalfador  at  the  court  of  Madrid,  by 
a  difpatch  dated  the  28th  of  October, 
5‘  was  ordered  to  demand  in  terms  the 
££  mod:  mealured,  however,  and  the  molt 
£C  amicable,  a  communication  of  the  treaty 
<c  recently  concluded  between  the  courts  of 
<£  Madrid  and  Yrerfailles,  or,  at  leaft,  of  the 
“  articles  which  might  relate  to  the  inte- 
cc  reft  of  Great  Britain,  and  to  content; 

C£  HIMSELF  WITH  ASSURANCES,  in  Cafe 

t£  the  Catholic  King  offered  to  give  any, 
££  that  the  faid  engagements  did  not  contain 
“  any  thing  that  was  contrary  to  the 

££  friendlhip  which  fublifted  between 

*  (<  the 
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“  the  two  crowns,  or  that  was  prejudi- 
“  cial  to  the  interefts  of  Great  Britain, 

“  fuppofmg  that  any  difficulty  was  made 
“  of  ffiewing  the  treaty.”  Page  48.  of  the 
Spaniffi  Papers,  Quarto  edition. 

The  new  miniffiy  are  now  got  off  from 
the  true  ground,  which  was  the  memorial 
of  Spaniffi  affairs  verbatim  fent  from  Ma¬ 
drid,  and  the  letter  of  Lord  Briftol’s  of  Au- 
gufl:  3  1 ,  with  tne  incioiures ;  and  have 
confined  their  view  to  the  fingle  point  of 
tne  late  treaty,  or  the  family-compadt. 
Every  thing  relative  to  the  final  inten¬ 
tions  of  Spain,  concerning  which  Lord  Brif- 
tol  is  ordered  in  Mr.  Pitt’s  letter,  fo  early 
as  July  28,  to  come  to  categorical  and  fa- 
tisfadory  declarations,  is  omitted  in  this 
demand,  and  Lord  Brifioi  is  ordered  to 
confine  himfelf  to  the  new  treaty.  This  I 
agree  with  Lord  Egremont  is  certainly 
no  equivocal  proof  of  dependar.ee  on  the 
■  good  faith  o\  the  Catholic  King,  m  ffiew¬ 
ing  Him  an  unbounded  confidence  in  fo  ■ 

“  important 


(8) 

“  important  an  affair,”  P.  49,  Spanifh  Pa¬ 
pers.  How  merited,  we  have  feen  from 
what  pafled  in  the  latter  months  of  the  ne¬ 
gotiation  ;  and  in  all  probability  fhould  fee 
more  glaringly,  if  the  whole  negotiation, 
fince  the  accefiion  of  his  prefent  Catholic 
Majefty,  were  communicated  to  us.  From 
that  unbounded  confidence  the  new  miniffry 
loft  fight  of  the  moft  offenfive  and  hoftile 
matter  in  the  memorial  of  July  23,  and 
the  papers  of  Auguft  3 1 ,  attacking  the  dig¬ 
nity  of  the  crown  of  England,  in  a  manner 
furely  far  more  unbecoming  and  infolent 
than  that  fpirit  of  haughtinefs  and  difcord, 
which,  fays  Mr.  Wall,  “  didated  that 
“  inconfiderate  ftep,  and  which,  for  the 
“  misfortune  of  mankind,  ftill  reigns  fo 
«  much  in  the  Britifh  government,  which 
«  made  in  the  fame  inftant  the  declaration 
“  of  war,  and  attacked  the  King’s  digni- 

ty.”  Spanifh  Papers,  p.  67. 

It  is  plain  they  were  accommodating 

themfelves  at  any  rate  tamely  to  become  the 

dupes 
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dupes  of  Spain  ;  for  all  they  defired  by  the 
difpatch  of  the  28th  of  O&ober,  was  an 
affiirance  of  the  innocence  of  the  treaty  in 
queflion  (pag.  23,  Spanifh  papers)  and  they 
pafied  by  every  thing  elfe,  though  of  the 
moft  hoftile  tendency.  Confcious  of  this, 
Lord  Egremont,  at  the  end  of  his  anfwer 
to  the  Count  de  Fuentes,  December  31, 
pleads  guilty,  for  himfelf  and  his  brother 
minifters,  to  the  charge  that  may  be  exhi¬ 
bited  againft  them,  of  an  intentionally  fa- 
cile  and  willing  credulity, .  when  he  fays, 
“  But  fortunately  the  term.s,  in  which  the 

"  *  :  .  ,\  .  -i  '*  •  ‘  f  1  .  ■ 

declaration^(Fuentes’s)  is conceived,  fpare 
“  us  the  regret  of  not  haying  received  it 
“  fooner  ;  for  it  appears  at  fir  ft  fight,  that 
u  the  anfwer  is  not  at  all  conformable 

i  •  -  ;  r  v  .  ,  /  .  .  -  .•  •  •  • 

“  to  the  demand.  We  wanted  to  be  in- 
“  formed,  if  the  court  of  Spain  intended 


*  That  the  faid  treaty  is  only  a  convention  between 
the  family  of  Bourbon,  wherein  there  is  nothing 
that  has  the  leaft  relation  to  the  pr.efent  war.  F  uen~ 
te’s  note,  delivered  to  Lord  Egremont,  Dec,  25. 
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“  to  join  the  French,  our  enemies,  to  make 
,c  war  on  Great  Britain,  or  to  depart 
“  from  their  neutrality  ?  Whereas  the  an- 
"  fwer  concerns  one  treaty  only  (all  that 
“  was  afked  by  the  difpatch  of  28th  of  Oc- 
“  tober)  which  is  faid  to  be  of  the  15th 
“  of  Auguft,  carefully  avoiding  to  fay 
“  the  leaft  word,  that  could  explain,  in 
“  any  manner,  the  intentions  of  Spain  to- 
“  wards  Great  Britain, or  the  further  engage- 
“  ments  they  have  contracted  in  the  prefent 
“  crifis.”  In  the  difpatch  indeed  of  Lord 
Egremont  to  Lord  Briftol,  of  November 
1 9th,  in  anfwer  to  Lord  Briftol’s  letter  of 
November  2,  pag.  32,  the  new  miniftry 
amend  their  own  queftion,  and  at  laft  de¬ 
mand  “  a  precife  and  categorical  anfwer 
“  from  the  court  of  Madrid,  relative  to  their 
“  intention  with  regard  to  Great  Britain  in 
“  this  critical  conjundure,”  which  brought 
on  the  rupture,  on  the  1  oth  of  December, 
and  is  precifely  what  was  direded  by  Mr. 
Pitt  fo  early  as  July  28. 


(  II  ) 

So  far  the  Obfervator  on  the  Papers  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  Rupture  with  Spain.  > — - ■  As  to 
the  firft'part  of  the  charge,  the  only  excufe, 
which  I  can  devife,  in  favour  of  the  Author, 
is  a  prefumption  that  he  is  fubjedt  to  deli¬ 
riums,  and  was  actually  under  that  diforder 
at  the  time  of  writing  ;  in  which  cafe  his 
friends  are  the  perfons  to  blame,  who  did 
not  debar  him  from  pen  and  ink,  knowing 
his  itch  for  publifhing j  for  furely  he  was  not 
fenfible,  that  he  was  making  citations  from 
a  piece  drawn  by  Lord  Egremont,  forjuf- 
tification  of  the  nation,  in  the  eyes  of  Eu¬ 
rope,  at  a  time,  when  the  crifis  was  over, 
and  a  rupture  commenced,  and  not  from 
the  inftrudtions  fent  to  the  Britifh  ambafla- 
dor  at  Madrid,  while  thofe  affairs  were  in 

agitation. - If  the  writer  was  not  difturb- 

ed  in  his  underftanding,  I  hope,  for  the  ho¬ 
nour  of  my  country,  that  he  is  riot  an  Eng- 
lifhman.  I  muft  and  will  infift,  that  Eng¬ 
land  could  not  have  given  birth  to  a  man, 
who,  while  an  Englifh  officer  of  ftate,  in  the 
proper  and  neceflary  execution  of  his  duty, 

C  2  is 
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is  Jetting  forth  the  moderation  of  his  nation, 
to  the  greateft  advantage,  and  is  combating 
a  Spaniard  in  front,  takes  advantage  of  that 
fituation,  in  that  inftant  attacks  him  in 
flank,  and  attempts  driving  a  poignard  to 
heart.  I  muft  and  will  infill,  that  no  Bri¬ 
ton  could  be  guilty  of  fuch  an  aft,  which 
mull  excite,  not  only  the  indignation  of  his 
fellow  citizens,  but  even  the  fcorn  of  a 
generous  enemy.  And  yet  we  find  another 
inllance  of  the  fame  black  nature,  p.  41 .  of 
this  fame  performance. 

But  do  not  the  letters  themfelves,  fent  by 
Lord  Egremont  to  the  Britifh  Ambaflador 
at  Madrid,  lie  open  to  the  view  of  the 
whole  world  ?  Take  then  that  ground  j 
examine  there  the  propriety  of  Lord  Egre- 
mont’s  conduft. 

In  the  difpatch  of  Oftober  the  28th  (pag. 
21.  of  the  Spanilh  papers)  Lord  Egre- 
monfs  words  are,  “  As  the  court  of  France 
has  affefled  to  give  out  that  Spain  was 
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<c  on  the  point  of  entering  into  the  war, 
“  which  language  has  been  induftrioufly 
<c  propagated,  in  moll  courts  of  Europe ; 
“  his  Majefly  therefore  thinks  that  the  Ho- 
“  nour  of  his  Crown,  and  the  Interefls  of 
“  his  People,  equally  call  for  an  explanation 
“  with  regard  to  this  already  too  much 
“  credited  report.”  And  in  the  fame  dif- 
patch  of  October  the  28th  (pag.  22.  of 
the  Spanish  papers)  it  is  faid,  “  It  is  there- 
“  fore  the  King’s  pleafure,  that  your  Ex- 
tc  cellencv  fhould  ufe  the  mo  ft  preffing  in- 
“  fiances  to  Mr.  Wall  to  obtain  fuch  com- 
“  munication  as  is  above-mentioned.” 

In  another  letter  of  the  fame  date, 
October  the  28th,  fecret  and  confidential, 
the  Ambaflador  is  inftruCted  in  the  man¬ 
ner  following.  “  In  cafe  you  find  in- 
“  fuperable  objections  to  fuch  a  communi- 
“  cation  as  is  expeCted  in  my  molt  fecret 
“  letter  of  this  ^'e,  and  that  in  lieu 
,£  thereof  it  fhould  be  propofed  to  give  his 
f(  Majefly  folemn  aflurances  of  the  inno- 

“  cence 
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“  cence  of  the  treaty  in  queftion  with  re- 
“  fped  to  the  King’s  interefts  j  in  fuch 
“  cafe,  your  Excellency  is  not  totolly  to 
“  rejed  the  alternative,  but  to  take  it  ad 
“  referendum  to  be  tranfmitted  to  your 
“  court :  Provided  always  that  the  faid 
“  affurances  be  given  upon  his  Catholic 
<l  Majefty’s  royal  word,  lignified  in  writing 
“  either  by  the  Spanilh  Secretary  of  State 
**  to  your  Excellency,  or  by  the  Conde 
“  de  Fuentes  to  the  King’s  Secretary  of 

*  0 

«?  State  here,  and  not  otherwife.” 

.1 

I 

In  the  firft  place,  From  thefe  quota¬ 
tions  it  is  manifeft,  that  not  only  a  com¬ 
munication  of  the  treaty,  but  an  explana¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  the  intentions  of  Spain 
for  entering  into  the  war,  was  demanded 
by  this  difpatch  of  Odoberthe  28th,  and 
the  mofi  frejjing  inflances  required  to  be 

ufed  for  obtaining  it. - Either  then  I  , 

mud  take  fhame  to  myfelf,  as  having  quoted 
words  not  to  be  found  in  the  letters,  or 
that  will  lie  at  this  Author’s  door,  from 

which 
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which  honour  (I  hope)  will  ever  protect 
mine:  The  Reader  will  eafily  decide  on  this 
affair,  by  having  recourfe  to  the  letters 

themfelves. 

% 

In  the  fecond  place,  Any  man,  who 
{hall  examine  this  difpatch,  with  expecta¬ 
tions  from  this  Gentleman’s  afi'urances,  of 
finding  any  mention  of  the  15th  of  Auguft, 
will  be  greatly  difappointed.  Not  one 
word  of  the  1 5th  of  Auguft  is  there  j  and 
the  treaty  is  defcribed,  only  by  thefe  words, 
“  The  treaty  acknowledged  to  have  been 
<c  concluded  between  the  courts  of  Madrid 
“  and  Verfailles,  or  of  fuch  articles  thereof* 
“  as  can  by  particular  and  explicit  engage- 
“  ments,  immediately  relate  to  the  intereft 
of  Great  Britain,  or  in  a  more  diftant 
“  or  general  view  of  affairs,  be  any  ways 
“  conftrued  to  affeCf  the  fame  in  the  pre- 
**  fent  conjuncture.”  This  treaty  is  men¬ 
tioned  in  Mr.  Pitt’s  letter  to  Lord  Briftol 
of  the  28th  of  July  1761,  as  acknowledged 
by  the  D.  de  Choifeul,  to  have  had  its 

exiftencs 
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exiftence  before  the  firft  overtures  of  France 
for  the  particular  peace  with  England; 
that  is,  before  the  26th  of  March  1761. 
Nor  doth  any  thing  appear,  relative  to  the 
1 5th  of  Auguft,  till  after  the  rupture,  in 
the  note,  delivered  by  the  Count  de  Fuentes, 
to  the  Earl  of  Egretnont,  Odober  25th, 
1761,  which  is  anfwered  the  31ft  of  the 
fame  month  by  the  Earl  of  Egremont, 
in  whofe  anfwer  the  evafive  diftindion  ol 
a  particular  treaty,  concluded  the  15th  of 
Auguft,  is,  with  proper  fpirit,  ridiculed 
and  exploded;  and  yet,  from  this  very 
adion  of  rejecting  the  intended  impofition, 
as  foon  as  offered,  this  Author  argues  an 
intentionally  facile  and  willing  credulity 
in  the  new  miniftry ;  fo  that  for  the  future 
(I  fuppofe)  if  one  fees  a  man  walk  with  un¬ 
common  agility,  one  ought  to  conclude, 
that  he  has  not  the  ufe  of  his  legs,  or  that 
he  cannot  mount  a  horfe,  becaufe  one  fees 
him  ride.  In  all  probability  the  engage¬ 
ments  of  Spain,  taken  with  France,  relative 

to 
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to  Great  Britain,  were  previous  to  January 
1761,  as  will  be  Ihewn  hereafter. 

This  writer  fays,  “  The  new  miniftry  are 
now  got  off  the  true  ground,  which  was 
the  memorial  of  Spanilh  affairs,  verbatim 
fent  from  Madrid,  (from  which  by  the 
by  Mr.  Pitt  inftruded  Lord  Briftol  to  open 
a  retreat,  provided  the  final  intentions  were 
explained)  and  the  letter  of  Lord  Briftol ’s 
of  Auguft  31,  with  the  enclofures  ;  and 
have  confined  their  view  to  the  fingle 
point  of  the  late  treaty,  or  the  family-com- 
pad.  Every  thing,  relative  to  the  final  in¬ 
tentions  of  Spain,  concerning  which  Lord 
Briftol  is  ordered,  in  Mr.  Pitt’s  letter,  fo 
early  as  July  28,  to  come  to  categorical 
and  fatisfadory  declarations,  is  omitted  in 
this  demand,  and  Lord  Briftol  is  ordered  to 
confine  himfelf  to  the  new  treaty.”  In 
this  affirmation,  we  have  proved,  from  the 
letters  themfelves,  that  this  gentleman  has 
the  misfortune  of  not  being  feconded  by 
the  beft  friend  which  a  man  can  have,  viz, 

D  Truth, 


Truth.  — .  And  as  to  diftindtions  made  bet¬ 
ween  treaties  and  intentions,  he  rings  the 
changes  on  thefe  words,  till  he  works  him- 
felfinto  perplexity. 

Lord  Egremont,  in  his  anfwer  to  Count 
Fuentes,  dated  31ft  December,  with  great 
propriety,  diftinguifheth  between  treaties 
containing  hoftile  intentions,  and  treaties 
not  containing  hoftile  intentions  ;  if  he 
meant  to  adopt  his  thoughts,  he  loft  Lord 
Eeremont's  idea,  and  attained  none  of  his 
own.  For  it  is  evident  enough,  that,  in 
feme  late  treaty  (tho’  perhaps  not  in  that  of 
the  15th  Auguft,  yet  in  the  other  probably 
mentioned  by  the  Duke  de  Choifeul,  as  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  overtures  from  France)  the  in* 
tentions  and  refolutions  of  Spain  (if  {he  had 
really  formed  any  hoftile  ones)  were  de¬ 
clared,  in  written  engagements  with  France^ 
becaufe  it  is  impoftible  to  fuppofe,  if  file  in¬ 
tended,  and  was  fully  determined  to  join 
with  France  againft  Great  Britain,  that  fhe 
would  negledt  reaping  all  the  advantages 

which 


(  19  ) 

which  die  could  claim  from  fuch  merit, 
by  exprefs  ftipulations  with  France  ;  from 
which  it  appears,  that,  to  know  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  treaty,  made  between  France 
and  Spain,  relative  to  Great  Britain  (of  what¬ 
ever  date  it  was)  and  to  know  the  difpofi- 
tion  of  Spain  towards  Great  Britain,  whe¬ 
ther  hoftiie  or  no,  amounted  to  the  fame 
thing.  This  remark  neither  tends  to 
judify  or  blame  the  new  miniftry,  and  ferves 
only  to  drew,  what  one  is  to  expert  from 
the  clearnefs  of  the  underftanding  of  this 
writer,  who  raifes  a  phantom  from  his  own 
brain,  in  order  to  light  it. 


I  have  but  one  farther  remark  to  make 
on  this  fpecimen,  which  I  have  feleded ; 
it  is  that  part  where  the  author  fays,  “  In 
“  the  difpatch  indeed  of  Lord  Egremont’s 
“  to  Lord  Bridol,  of  November  19,  in  an- 
“  fwer  to  Lord  Briftol’s  of  November  2, 
“  p.  32,  the  new  minidry  amend  their 
“  own  quedion,  and  at  lad  demand  a  pre- 
{C  cife  and  categorical  anfwer  from  the 
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c’  court  of  Madrid,  relative  to  their  inten¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  Great  Britain,  in  this 
ic  critical  conjuncture  ;  which  brought  on 
“  the  rupture  on  the  ioth  of  December, 
and  is  precifely  what  was  directed  by 
“  Mr.  Pitt,  as  early  as  July  28.”  The 
rupture  was  brought  on  by  the  declara¬ 
tion  which  Lord  Briftol,  by  Lord  Egre- 
mont’s  inftruCtions,  was  ordered  to  make, 
viz.  that  a  refufal  of  an  explanation  would 
not  be  looked  on  by  his  Majefty  in  any 
other  light,  but  as  an  aggreffion  on  the  part 
pf  S  pain,  and  as  an  abfolute  declaration  of 
war. 


In  Mr.  Pitt’s  difpatch  of  July  28,  no  in- 
ft  ruction  of  this  fort  is  to  be  found  -  which, 
however,  was  no  more  than  in  common 
prudence  was  necefiary,  previous  to  a  de¬ 
claration  of  war  j  for  Spain  might  have 
been  governed,  in  her  equivocal  behaviour, 
by  various  other  motives,  than  a  real  difpo- 
fttion  of  attacking  Great  Britain.  It  would 
be  eafy  to  mention  many,  which,  though 

not 
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not  founded  perhaps  in  found  judgment, 
ftiil  are  not  fo  far  removed  from  it,  as  an  ac¬ 
tual  intention  of  entering  into  war  with 
Great  Britain,  fmce  experience  has  fhewn, 
that  when,  in  contradiction  to  the  obvious 
principles  of  common  intereft,  harmony 
has  been  unhappily  interrupted  between  the 
two  nations,  Spain  has  always  been  the 

greateft  fufferer. - But  the  chicanery, 

infolence,  and  perfidy  of  Spain  had,  it 
feems,  been  enormous  during  fix  years  ne¬ 
gotiation.  I  hope,  however,  for  the  ho¬ 
nour  of  our  Great  Minifter  himfelf,  this 
country  has  not  fufFered,  for  fix  years  pa  ft, 
infults  from  Spain,  which  ought  not  to 
have  been  fufFered  in  peace  ;  and  that  the 
meafure  was  but  juft  complete,  which 
punctilio  and  prudence  would  admit,  ex¬ 
actly  on  the  1 8th  of  September  1761,  tho’ 
Lord  Briftol  intimates,  that  greater  info- 
lence  was  fhewn  in  General  Wall’s  paper  of 
January  1761,  than  in  the  laft,  which  was 
received  by  Mr.  Pitt. 

As 
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As  fo  much  has  been  faid  concerning 
the  time  fuffered  to  elapfe  before  the  de~ 
cifion  of  our  Spanifh  affairs,  by  a  certain 
Gentleman  and  his  friends,  can  they  have 
pretence  for  blaming  thofe,  who  fhall  re¬ 
tort  on  them  their  cenfures,  and  convince 
them,  that  the  war,  which  they  carry  on 
with  fuch  violence  againft  others,  is  capable 
of  being  removed  to  their  own  doors  * 
—  What  then  fhall  we  fay,  if,  on  ftridt 
examination,  it  fhould  appear,  that  this 
very  Gentleman,  who  has  raifed  his  voice 
fo  high  on  this  occafion,  has  been  him- 
felf  the  moll  deficient  in  this  refpedt  ?  You 
will  fay,  How  can  this  be  ?  Did  he  not 
cry  aloud  for  a  war  ?  did  he  not  break  with 
the  miniftry  ?  did  he  not  fly  in  the  face  of 
Majefly,  becaufe  he  could  not  fucceed  in 
this  purpofe  ?  All  this  we  acknowledgt 
but  are  fuch  always  the  moft  free  of  guilt, 
who  raife  the  greateft  clamour  ?  In  com- 

*  Thofe  who  have  glafs  in  their  houfes,  fhould 
be  cautious  how  they  begin  throwing  Hones. 
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mon  life,  is  this  looked  on  as  a  certain  tell 
of  innocence  ?  Is  not  the  contrary  pradtice 
every  day  followed,  to  a  degree  of  being 
noted  by  a  proverbial  expreffion,  though 
too  coarfe  to  be  repeated  here  ?  Is  it  not  a 
common  art  to  create  dilorder,  thereby  to 
facilitate  efcape  ?  Mr.  Pitt  fhewed  him- 
felf  violent,  I  own,  for  a  Spaniihwar;  fo 
violent,  that  many  wifhed,  and  perhaps 
wifh  fliil ,  that  he  had  not  (hewn  himfelf 
fo  violent.  But  when  ?  the  1 8th  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1761.  Had  Mr.  Pitt,  whofe  pro¬ 
vince,  whofe  bufmefs  and  duty  it  was,  in¬ 
cumbent  on  him  from  the  ftation  which  he 
held  in  the  date,  difcovered  in  time  the 
intrigues  and  treaty  carried  on  between 
France  and  Spain,  which  were  moft  pro¬ 
bably  formed  into  an  adtual  engagement 
before  January  1761.  (TheD.  de  Choifeul 
acknowledges,  that  there  were  engage¬ 
ments  taken  with  Spain  before  the  26th  of 
March,  that  is,  before  the  overtures  from 
Fiance,  and  Lord  Briftol’s  letter  of  Auguft 
3  1  ft,  received  September  the  1  ith,  declar¬ 
ing. 


ing,  that  the  flile  of  General  Wall’s  enclofed 
paper  (which  gave  fo  much  offence  to  Mr. 
I  itt)  was  lefs  peevifh,  than  what-  was  fo 
flrongi^,  exhibited  m  January  preceding, 
furnifheth  great  probability,  that  thofe  en¬ 
gagements  exifled,  at  leaf!  at  that  time,  and 
perhaps  iong  before  ;  which  engagements 
rnufthave  likewife  been  preceded  by  a  courfe 
of  negotiation.  If  then  Mr.  Pitt  had,  by 
proper  diligence,  difcovered  what  was  in 
agitation  between  the  two  courts,  perhaps 
the  French  fchemes  might  have  been  ren¬ 
dered  abortive,  by  the  abilities  of  fo  great  a 
Jlatefman  •,  had  he  difcovered  thofe  tran- 
fadiions,  even  io  late  as  when  they  were 
firft  grown  up  into  fettled  engagements,  a 
categorical  aniwer  might  have  been  de¬ 
manded  on  the  fame  footing  on  which 
it  was  at  laft  put,  and  the  affair  brought  to 
an  iffue,  juftified  in  every  hep  by  prudence, 
long  bejore  the  time,  when  his  eyes  were 
hrfl  opened  for  him ,  with  regard  to  the 
exigence  of  fuch  engagements. 


(  aj  J 

If  he  had  been  poffeffied  of  timely  dr- 
oumfpeition,  and  penetration,  he  would 
have  had  no  need  to  have  complained  (with 
an  angry  acknowledgment  of  having  been 
duped)  that  the  engagements  of  Spain  and 
France  had  been  as  difmgenuoufly  fupprejjedy 
as  they  were  in  the  moment  infolently  pro¬ 
duced.  I  make  no  queftion,  that  endea¬ 
vours  will  not  be  wanting  to  transfer  that 
blame,  which  on  this  account  muft  neceffa- 
rily  reft  on  fome  one,  to  fome  other  {boul¬ 
ders,  in  eafe  of  Mr.  P — ’s.  It  has  been  the 
fafhion,  I  own  ;  but  it  is  now  fomewhat 
out  of  date,  to  attribute  to  him  whatever  > 
was  right ;  to  others,  whatever  was  wrong. 
This  was  a  happy  fituation,  it  muft  be  con- 
feffiedj  and  was  of  lingular  ufe  in  German 
affairs,  till  the  people  becoming  habituated 
to  them,  that  mafk  was  fairly  thrown  afide. 
In  the  prefent  cafe,  I  will  leave  others  to 
decide,  whether  a  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
as  anfwerable  for  the  conduit  of  a  Mi- 
nifter  fent  abroad,  as  a  General  for  the  be* 
haviour  of  a  fubordinate  officer  fent  on  a 
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party,  when  the  Minifter  is  nominated  with 
the  approbation  of  the  Secretary,  and  a 
courfe  of  bufinefs  gives  him  an  opportunity 
of  putting  his  abilities  to  the  proof?  But,  in¬ 
dependent  of  this  queftion,  I  will  venture  to 
after  t,  that  it  is  a  Secretary’s  duty  to  employ 
fpies  and  emifl'aries  of  his  own  in  all  courts 
of  Europe  within  his  department,  and  that 
there  ought  to  have  been  fuch  employed 
even  at  the  court  of  France,  at  the  court  of 
France  preferable  to  all  the  courts  of  Eu¬ 
rope,  for  there  one  might  expedt  to  find  the 
fource  of  any  evil  machinations  againft  Great 
Britain ;  that,  in  general.  Secretaries  can 
ihemfelves  have  very  little  fhare  in  procure¬ 
ment  of  intelligence  (the  great  objedt  of 
their  office)  but  by  fuch  means.  Ambaf- 
fadors,  where  they  refide,  may  make  good 
middle-men,  between  Secretaries  and  their 
fpies ;  but  the  life  and  fpirit  of  bufinefs 
proceed  from  the  Secretary :  he  ought  to  be 
the  primum  mobile,  and  infufe  vigour  thro5 
the  whole.  Small  is  the  merit  of  a  Secreta¬ 
ry,  who,  refembling  a  dead  letter-  box  in  a 
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poll-office,  is  merely  the  cold  receptacle 
of  what  news  lhall  happen  to  be  lent  to 
him  ;  an  adtive  Secretary  ought  to  be  at 
work,  in  gaining  the  clue,  and  unravelling 
the  fecrets  and  negotiations  of  foreign  Hates. 

Can  it  be  fuppofed,  that  the  Spaniard 
lias  been  idle  all  this  while,  from  before 
January  to  the  latter  part  of  July,  during 
which  time  our  Minifter  never  dreamt  of 
hoflile  intentions  ?  It  had  been  more  to  the 
purpofe,  if,  inftead  of  giving  old  Hale  ac¬ 
counts,  the  author  of  the  Obfervations  had 
exhibited  fome  Hate  of  Spain,  and  its  do¬ 
minions,  at  the  latter  part  of  the  laft  year, 
on  fome  good  authority.  Perhaps  his  pa¬ 
tron,  as  capable  as  fome  figure  him  to  be, 
had  it  not  to  furnifb,  though  at  that  time 
in  a  ftation  where  that  knowledge  was  re- 
quilite.' — Can  any  thing  be  more  ridicu¬ 
lous,  than  people  juft  awaked  out  of  their 
Deep,  raving  and  crying,  Let  us  hafte,  let 
us  make  hurry  to  furprife  thofe,  to  take 
thofe  unawares,  who  have  taken  their  own 
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time  for  awaking  us  ?  For  till  the  Duke  de 
Choifeul  thought  fit  to  twitch  our  dormant 
Miniffer  by  the  ear,  he  Was  in  perfedt  ig¬ 
norance  of  thefe  important  affairs. — Was  it 
pofiible,  that,  amongft  many  other  (per¬ 
haps  ft ronger)  motives,  this  circumflance  of 
the  unfpeakable  fupinenefs  of  a  reputed 
able  Miniffer  could  have  any  weight, 
with  thofe  who  endeavoured  to  precipi¬ 
tate  us  into  a  war  with  Spain  ?  Was  there 
any  pique,  on  being  fo  long  duped  ?  Any 
hope  of  covering  it  from  the  eyes  of  the 
world,  by  cutting  fhort  the  affair  ?  Perhaps 
the  weakeft  thing  (for  many  reafons)  ever 
done  by  a  miniffry,  was  that  aft,  which  gave 
admittance  to  Mr.  Buffy  into  this  country, 
where  he  did  an  infinite  deal  of  mifchief, 
and  in  no  refpedt  were  our  affairs  advanced 
by  it.  I  acknowledge  the  Obfervator’s  hu¬ 
mour  in  the  frontifpiece,  propofed  to  be 
worked  up  by  Hogarth  ;  but  could  not  the 
fame  artift  find  in  fome  other  tranfadfions, 
wherewithal  to  furnifh  out  a  curious  pidture 
of  a  fly-vifag’d  Frenchman,  laughing,  and 

fneer- 
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fneering  at  an  angry  minifter,  looking  too 
fomewhat  filly,  whom  he  had  long  abufed, 
and  had  juft  made  acquainted  with  engage¬ 
ments,  all  complete  and  finifhed,  nearly 
refpedting  his  mafter’s  intereft,  of  which, 
notwithftanding  to  that  minute,  he  knew 
not  a  jfyllable. — Is  this  the  man,  who  has 
watched,  night  and  day,  over  the  affairs  of 
ftate  ?  In  whofe  praife  fo  many  tongues 
have  been  *  hired  to  cry  aloud  ?  With 
whofe  applaufe  three  kingdoms  have  re¬ 
founded  ? — One  cannot  fay. 

Who  would  not  laugh,  if  fuch  a  man  there  be  ? 

for  the  misfortunes  of  one’s  country  form 
too  melancholy  an  object  to  occafion  laugh¬ 
ter.  But  one  might  fay, 

Who  would  not  weep,  if  Billy  P—  be  he  ? 

-  \ 

*  See  two  pamphlets,  entitled,  An  addrefs  to  the 
city  of  London;  and,  The  continuation  of  the  addrefs. 
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